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Responses to Comment Set 19 
19-1 The highest level of detail regarding the location of the pipeline and the properties affected is 

shown in the Draft EIR, Appendix 1E, Jurisdictional Delineation Maps.  The scale of these 
maps is approximately one inch per 400 feet. 

19-2 Text has been added to Mitigation Measure LU-2b (Compensation to Land Owners) in this 
Final EIR to clarify that during the process of securing the project ROW, SFPP would consult 
with property owners to identify the necessary route and depth (see Section 4, changes to page 
D.9-19).  SFPP has provided preliminary indication that four feet of cover would be provided 
for land owners in the District’s area.  

19-3 Use of a horizontal directional drill crossing for Cordelia Slough, as shown in Table D.8-4 of 
the Draft EIR page D.8-6, would sufficiently submerge the pipeline so that the Proposed 
Project would not conflict with future dredging of this waterway. 

19-4 The Draft EIR on page D.12-14 includes a discussion of Impact T-6: Degradation of Road 
Conditions, including Mitigation Measure T-6a (Restoration of Roads), which requires that 
roadways affected by pipeline construction be restored to pre-construction conditions or better. 

19-5 The discussion of Impact HS-1: Discharge of Fine Sediments into Streamflow During 
Construction (Draft EIR, page D.8-12) shows that construction plans for water crossings would 
require approval from the CSLC in conjunction with the California Department of Fish and 
Game, and that work would need to be accomplished only during the period of stream low 
flow.  The comments submitted by the California Department of Fish and Game (comment 
35-14) show that SFPP would be required to schedule construction activities within the Suisun 
Marsh so that they adhere to the October through April closure.  This Final EIR includes 
revisions to Mitigation Measure HS-1a (Construction Plans to Define Water Crossings) to 
clarify that requirement (see Section 4, changes to page D.8-12). 
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Responses to Comment Set 20 
20-1 Table A-1 (Permits Required) of this Final EIR has been revised to show that an encroachment 

permit would be required by the Dixon Resource Conservation District for crossing its drainage 
system (see Section 4, changes to page A-1). 
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Responses to Comment Set 21 
21-1 Table D.11-1 has been revised in this Final EIR (see Section 4, changes to Section D.11, page 

D.11-2) to show that construction work for the project would occur near Fairfield-Suisun Sewer 
District facilities.  As required by Mitigation Measure US-1a (Protection of Underground 
Utilities) of the Draft EIR page D.11-8, detailed design of the pipeline would be coordinated 
with the affected public works agencies, including the Fairfield-Suisun Sewer District.   

21-2 By coordinating with the District, as required by Mitigation Measure US-1a (Protection of 
Underground Utilities) of the Draft EIR page D.11-8, the potential for the project alignment to 
interfere with District plans would be minimized.  

21-3 Table A-1 (Permits Required) has been revised in this Final EIR to show that approval from the 
Fairfield-Suisun Sewer District would be required if the Proposed Project would encroach on 
District facilities.  The role of the City of Fairfield to consider this issue during its permit 
review is also noted in Table A-1 (see Section 4, changes to page A-1). 
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Responses to Comment Set 22 
22-1 The Project Description in Sections B.1 and B.3.4 of the Draft EIR (pages B-1 and B-22) 

indicates that the removing the pipeline from service will become a condition of the CSLC lease 
for the Proposed Project.  This means that reuse of the existing pipeline would be subject to 
reauthorization by the CSLC and would require a new CEQA analysis.  SFPP has provided a 
written commitment to the City of Davis that the pipeline will not be used for petroleum 
products in the future. The CSLC, however, recognizes that it does not have sole jurisdiction 
over all portions of the pipeline.  Following is the California State Fire Marshal’s (CSFM) 
definition of pipeline service categories (from the CSFM website): 

• OUT-OF-SERVICE PIPELINE means a pipeline or pipeline segment which has been 
effectively cleaned of all hazardous liquids, filled with water or inert gas and blinded or 
otherwise isolated from an active pipeline system. After the process has been verified and 
accepted in writing by CSFM, each of these pipelines must comply with minimum federal 
maintenance and inspection requirements (e.g., cathodic protection, right-of-way patrols, 
USA notification, etc.) Approval of this reclassification plan by CSFM does not affect or 
negate any permit or approval requirement this classification of pipeline. However, CSFM 
is required to maintain basic data on out-of-service pipelines. Therefore, these pipelines 
must be reported on the annual Operator Questionnaire. Before a pipeline can be 
reclassified from ACTIVE to OUT-OT-SERVICE, the operator must submit to the State 
Fire Marshal and the State Fire Marshal must approve a written plan describing the process 
to be used and the future maintenance and inspections to be performed. 

• ABANDONED PIPELINE means a pipeline or pipeline segment which has met the criteria 
of an OUT-OF-SERVICE pipeline (purged, sealed and disconnected from an operating 
system) but will NOT be maintained to minimum USDOT inspection and maintenance 
standards. An abandoned pipeline cannot be returned to hazardous liquid service. Before a 
pipeline can be reclassified from ACTIVE or OUT-OF-SERVICE to ABANDONED, the 
operator must submit to the State Fire Marshal and the State Fire Marshal must approve a 
written plan describing the process to be used. After approval from CSFM is granted in 
writing, this category of pipeline becomes non-jurisdictional to the State Fire Marshal and 
USDOT and State pipeline safety requirements (e.g., Part 195, etc) no longer apply. 
Approval of the reclassification plan by CSFM does not affect or negate any permit or 
approval requirement of any other agency. CSFM fees are NOT applicable for 
ABANDONED pipelines. In addition, ABANDONED pipelines do not have to be reported 
to CSFM on the annual Operator Questionnaire. However, CSFM will maintain the data on 
these pipelines collected during the time the pipelines were CLASSIFIED as active or 
OUT-OF-SERVICE. 

• RETURN TO SERVICE: Before a pipeline can reclassified from OUT-OF-SERVICE to 
ACTIVE, the operator must submit to the State Fire Marshal and the State Fire Marshal 
must approve a written plan describing the process to be used.  An inspection of the 
pipeline and pipeline records will be conducted by CSFM to determine compliance with 
State and Federal requirements. NO PIPELINE MAY BE OPERATED AS AN ACTIVE 
PIPELINE UNLESS IT HAS BEEN APPROVED BY CSFM. Pipelines that have been 
returned to ACTIVE status must be reported as ACTIVE on the annual Operator 
Questionnaire and annual fees are applicable. 
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Mitigation Measure S-3a (Pipeline Abandonment Procedures) of the Draft EIR has been 
modified in this Final EIR to clarify that removal from service, similar to pipeline 
abandonment, must occur according to a Reclassification Plan that would be submitted to the 
CSFM and the CSLC at least 120 days before operation of the new pipeline. The revision is 
shown in Section 4, under changes to Section D.2 for page D.2-51.   

22-2 Comment noted.  Crossing the Putah Creek and the potential conflict with potential future 
modifications of the creek crossing is discussed in Response to Comment 4-1.  Use of a 
horizontal directional drill crossing, as shown in Table D.8-6 of the Draft EIR page D.8-8, 
would ensure that future creek crossing options would not be precluded by the Proposed 
Project. 

22-3 The Draft EIR identified impacts to biological resources based on detailed route surveys 
completed by SFPP’s consultant.  This information was verified by the EIR team, but is not 
reproduced in its entirety in the EIR.  Additional information on biological resources is 
included in Draft EIR Appendices 1A through 1E.  A wide range of mitigation measures was 
developed to minimize impacts on biological resources; these measures result from 
identification of construction impacts and potential effects that could result from a pipeline 
accident.  Mitigation Measure BW-2b (Employ Biological Monitors) in the Draft EIR, page 
D.4-52, recommends use of CSLC-approved on-site Environmental Monitors that would be 
qualified to ensure that the full range of recommended measures are implemented successfully.   

Section F of the Draft EIR (with revisions presented in Section 4 of this Final EIR) presents the 
Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) for the project.  For each mitigation measure the 
following factors are defined: location in which the impact occurs, monitoring/reporting action 
to be taken by the monitor, effectiveness criteria, responsible agency, and timing that the action 
would occur.  The evaluation of the effects of mitigation and alternative solutions for ineffective 
mitigation are addressed in the implementation of the MMP, e.g., see State CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15097(e)(6). 

22-4 See Response to Comment 22-1. 
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Responses to Comment Set 23 
23-1 See Response to Comment 22-1. 

 


